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come circling back again, ready to give at least a part 
of the second year to Caesar. 

Aside from the intrinsic merit of Caesar, there are 
various other considerations that make a sweeping 
change in the reading of the second year undesirable. 
Caesar has held the field so long that he enjoys a pres- 
tige that can never be taken over by a collection of 
miscellaneous readings from which he is excluded. 
And about Caesar there has grown up a very valuable 
and extensive body of helps, very little of which could 
be transferred with advantage to another field. It 
may prove ultimately that a sweeping change must 
be made in the reading of the second year; but it 
would be well to make sure that we are right before 
undertaking such an innovation. 
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, 

Berkeley, California. H. C. NUTTING. 

CUNAXA AND CTESIPHON 

One who is teaching the annals of warfare found 
in the Gallic War of Caesar and in the Anabasis of 
Xenophon (as to the interest of these works I agree 
with Professor Dennison and Dr. Radin, THE CLASSI- 
CAL WEEKLY 9.8I-82, I34-135), may find a wealth 
of material to illustrate them, by following the daily 
papers in their accounts of the World War; see THE 
CLASSICAL WEEKLY 8.42-43, 69-70, 73-74, 89-go, 96, 
97-98, 128, I36, I68, 208, 216; 9.24. 

To this impressive alray another item may be added, 
in the form of the following Associated Press Corres- 
pondence, dated London, Januiary 31, and clipped 
from the Philadelphia Press of February 14: 

The remarkable stand which has been made by 
Maior General Charles V. F. Townshend and his 
comparatively small body of British troops at Kut-el- 
Amara, Mesopotamia, where for nearly two months 
they have been besieged by a large army of Turks, 
has raised General Townshend to a high place in the 
esteem of the English public. This tar-away ?rar 
theater has been watched with the deepest interest 
by those at home since the British repulsed the Turks 
at Ctesiphon and began their retreat to Kut. 

The conflict at Ctesiphon was desperate work and 
the general himself fought as fiercely as any of his 
soldiers, who that day put to flight a body of Ottoman 
troops said to have been six times their number. 
There were critical moments, and it was at these times 
that General Townshend showed himself to be a cool 
and resourceful commander and an able tactician. 
Four times he rallied his men and led them in their 
charges. 

Military critics declare that the victory at Ctesiphon 
was a magnificent one, but that the retreat to Kut will 
equal if not surpass it as a successful military achieve- 
ment under disadvantages of an extraordinary kind. 
It it stated that not only did General Townshend ward 
off the Turks, but he did so witlh a loss insignificant 
under the circumstances, and he succeeded in taking 
with him all his wounded. . . 

What a splendid parallel to the Anabasis of Xeno- 
phon! Yet with differences: Cyrus entered the 
country from the west, and advanced down the Eu- 
phrates: Townshend entered from the east, and ad- 

vanced up the Tigris; Cyrus was slain in the critical 
battle, but the commander of the Anglo-Indian forces 
survived the conflict. 

But otherwise there is a great similarity. Both 
invasions were made in the face of superior numbers, 
with a small body of European troops assisted by rela- 
tively large forces of Asiatics (Greeks and Persians 
of old, British and Hindus to-day). The important 
battles (Cunaxa and Ctesiphon) were fought along- 
side great rivers (Euphrates and Tigris), within a few 
miles of the great cities which were the objectives of 
the campaigns (Babylon and Bagdad), all in one small 
section of the country. Cyrus's victory was a virtual 
defeat, because of his own death; Townshend suffered 
defeat, but with slight loss of men. Both generals 
took active part in person in the fighting. After the 
battle, we must set Xenophon in Cyrus's place as the 
counterpart to Townshend: then we have the masterly 
retreat amongst swarming enemies, who up to the time 
of writing seem not to have accomplished much against 
their inferior foe. 

One final point of difference, lest an injustice be done: 
the Persian troops of Cyrus deserted to the Great King 
after the battle, but no such traitorous conduct on 
the part of the Hindu soldiery has taken place in the 
present campaign. The resemblances are still suffi- 
ciently striking to lend an added zest to the reading 
of the adventures of the immortal Ten Thousand. 
UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA. ROLAND C. KENT. 

THE WASHINGTON CLASSICAL CLUB 

The Washington Classical Club held a meeting at the 
Colonial School, on the afternoon of Saturday, Feb- 
ruary I9. Professor Charles Knapp, of Barnard College, 
delivered an address on The Teacher's Study of Vergil. 

In earnest and inspiring words Professor Knapp 
urged upon teachers the necessity of possessing a much 
broader knowledge of the subject than that actually in 
use in the class-room. He suggested the reading of 
biographies of Vergil written by Romans, as well as the 
works of the great modern authorities, Sellar, Glover, 
Nettleship, etc. He insisted upon a study of the syntax 
and the root meaning of the Latin words and a transla- 
tion which would render this accurately and not 
obscure the figures involved in the original. 

Professor Knapp, by precept and the example of his 
own exquisite reading of the lines, made teachers see 
the necessity of practice in the art of reading aloud the 
Latin original. He said that the teacher who feels 
that he is tired of teaching the same author year after 
year should pause a while, to search carefully his own 
spirit. He should, by constant study of Latin and of 
life, render himself a new man with power to view the 
subject from a new angle each year; if he does that, he 
will not find the teaching of it from year to year 
monotonous. 

H. MAY JOHNSON, 
Corresponding Secretary. 
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